


The redefinition of a scanning receiver as described in Section
15.3(v) if flawed because any device meeting this definition
could be part of a licensed station and a ban would mean denying
licensees necessary equipment. Public safety agencies,
utilities, amateur licensees and others use the 800 and 900 mHz
part of the spectrum and must have equipment available. I can
say from personal observation and experience that these receivers
are necessary. Also, the definition of a scanning receiver
"readily altered by the user" is flawed because the scanning

receiver would have to be readilv alterable_bv leaitimate users

to carry out their missions.

Since neither the TELEPHONE DISCLOSURE AND DISPUTE RESOLUTION ACT
or the ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS PRIVACY ACT opposes the use of
frequency converters, it would appear the Commission has
exceeded its Congressional directive with its ban on frequency
converters. This is a harmful provision and should not be a part
of any final order.

The legislation 1is already bad enough since 1t elevates the
special interests of the cellular telephone industry above the
interests of the public. So let’s not make it any worse. I hope
the Commission will look out for the public interests with this
rule making by mitigating the bad provisions of these laws as
much as possible.
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